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A study on MLCC of optimal transfer using Response Surface method.
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Table. 1 Result of experiments for ADAMS

Vell Vel2 Length | result
0,0050000 0,0600000 ) 6,00000 28
0.0251134 0.0450000 4.50000 0
0.0050000 0,0600000 3,00000 0
0.0125000 0,0197731 ) 4,50000 0
0.0125000 00450000 450000 0
0.0125000 0.0450000 4,50000 0
0,0050000 0,0300000 3,00000 21
0.0200000 0.0300000 &,00000 0
0,0125000 0,0450000  4,50000 120
0,0200000 0,0600000 &,00000 0
0.0125000 0.0450000 450000 95
0,0125000 0,0450000  7,02269 15
—0.0001134 0.0450000 4.50000 0
0.0200000 0.0300000 3.00000 0
0,0125000 0,0702269 450000 a0
0.0125000 00450000 450000 105
0.0125000 0.0450000 4,50000 105
0,0125000 00450000 1,97731 0
0.0050000 0,0300000 6,00000 3
0,0200000 0,0600000  2,00000 0

Z3pgpoll hst BHSEM mEe 2t slof i3t PEES Efelstn
Ib&t pZfo e Bheol| i BRAIA 288 MEAIR

o, 28 N
Solstx| g2 zoz
7:

VellxlengthE 28 Al7H FsI%Ct.
_CI)__

LHEHE Vel1xVel2,

Vel2xLength,
I_|-g__\l_l.1._EI:| Eo:i()-” |:Ho|- 7(-|o|-

Mg "Il ol TARMI 24 24 ZYHOYE ol
SICE Fig. 32t Fig. 4, Table. 30 EF2EM EAM 3} XXHE
A Jefmel B4 EMEES LIEMQICH BAH 2 Ao HR
EXE F w2, FAEMAD Mehd Z0{7} 0.1142 0.052
ch 322 Mes 3Ry e MEtE Ho2 metEc 2
H= R-sgt 95. %2 BteE™ Zote| RS LIERD UCtH
Term Coef  SE Coef T P
Constant =27, 6300 21,7001 -1.986 0.019
Yell 13003 64 2,471 0.028
Yel2 G559 45953 1.428 0177
Lenath a0 46 1,094 0.004
Yel|1+Vell -540664 2222 -2.687 0.019
Yel|2+Yel 2 -64455 50306 -1.281 0,222
Lengt h+Length -4 5 -0.891 0.038
S=0.2270 BR-Sg=9.2% FR-Saladj) =92.7%
Fig. 3Response Surface Regression
Normal Probability Plot of the Residuals
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Fig. 4 Normal probability plot of the residuals for deflection

Table. 3 ANOVA table for deflection

Source DF |[Seq SS|Adj SS|Adj MS| F P
Regression 10 | 291757 | 291757 | 291751 |38.03| 0.000
Linear 25.0150 | 4.2156 | 1.05390 |13.74| 0.000
Square 1.7278 | 1.7278 | 0.86391 |11.26| 0.001
Interaction 24329 | 24329 | 0.60822 | 7.93 | 0.001
Residual Error| 19 | 14577 | 1.4577 | 0.07672
Lack of fit 14 | 1.3038 | 1.3038 | 0.09313 | 3.03 | 0.114
Pure Error 5 | 01539 | 0.1539 | 0.03078
Total 29 | 306334
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